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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 , 1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )K Responsive to communication(s) filed on 03 June 2004 . 
2a)S This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1 935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) ^ Claim(s) 1-39 is/are rejected. 

7) Q Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.0 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3.0 Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 5 ) d Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 
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Application/Control Number: 09/845, 1 49 Page 2 

Art Unit: 3627 

Response to Amendment 

1. The amendment filed on 6/3/2004 has been entered. Claims 1-39 remain pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

3. Claims 1-5, 14-18, 27-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102 (b) as being anticipated by 
Turpin, et al. (5,008,810). 

Turpin discloses a software system, server system, and method of operating a server 
system for directing product selection over a communication network and displays 
corresponding screens to a user, the user provides user inputs to the user system in response to 
the screens, the user system transfers corresponding user input signals over the communication 
network, and the screens are arranged in a sequence (cols. 14-17, lines 36-30 - Modes of 
Operation and Form Completion) the software/server system/method of operating a server 
system comprising: 

Processing user data from the user input signals to determine if the user data is consistent 
data that is consistent with at least one of a plurality of products (cols. 14-17, lines 36-30 - truth 
maintenance" which it transferred to main memory and the form system maintain any 
dependencies related to external sources of data linked to the forms and modifies the database 
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and updates any fields linked to the database, and determination of meeting basic premium 
amount; 

Processing user screen selections from the user input signals, transfer a selected one of 
the screen signals corresponding to a selected one of the screens if the selected one of the screens 
is backward in the sequence or if all previous ones of the screen in the sequence prior to the 
selected one of the screen have the consistent data, and to transfer to the user system over the 
communication network an earliest one of the screen signals corresponding to an earliest one of 
the screens in the sequence that does not have the consistent data if the selected one of the screen 
is forward in the sequence and if the previous ones of the screen in the sequence prior to the 
selected one of the screens do not all have the consistent data (cols. 14-17, lines 36-30 - for 
example, In the Life Insurance Application example, when the operator enters the applicants 
name, the system automatically looks in a database file for information about the applicant ... if 
information about the applicant is found in the database file ... it is retries from the file and the 
system automatically skips those fields ... if not the system prompt the operator for this 
information ... upon entry of a value for any field, the system automatically prompts entry into 
the next field according to the goal sequence ... as values are entered into the prompted fields 
automatic prompting may continue on the initial goal form to complete that form; or dependent 
on the values entered in certain field, prompting may digress ...; see also cols. 3-4, lines 57-9,. 
and 

A storage system that stores the user data software and the screen control software (Fig. 3 
- Application Program; col. 2, lines 33-67). 
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Claims 2, 15, and 28 are rejected for the same reasons as the processing step set forth 

above. 

As per claims 3, 16, and 29, Turpin discloses removing products that are inconsistent 
with the consistent data and modifying screen signals to indicate user data selections that are 
inconsistent with selectable ones of the products that remain under product selection (cols. 14- 
17, lines 36-30 - the premium amount is adjusted based upon the various answers, i.e. products 
are removed, lower or higher premium products that are inconsistent with the consistent data and 
the modifying signals is a no for the insured not meeting the basic requirements for the product 
itself. 

As per claims 4, 17, and 30, Turpin discloses that processing system can start with a pre- 
existing set of the consistent data (Abstract; col. 2, lines 33-67, cols. 14-17, lines 26-30 - can also 
force the system to propagate fields and calculate premium based upon basic assumptions and 
then go back). 

As per claims 5, 18, and 31, Turpin discloses the ability to direct the system to complete a 
purchase transaction for a selected one of the products (col. 17, lines 22-31). 

4. Claims 1, 14, and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by PM 
(6,064,982). 

PM discloses a smart configurator that assists in the assessment, product/options 
selection, pricing, and distribution by recommending a system configuration that most nearly 
meets the customers needs based upon the results on an interactive dialog with the customer 
through a series of cascading style sheets. PM further discloses that the smart configurator is run 
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through a computer network and utilizes a computer program that stores user data software and 
screen control software (col. 3, lines 24-49). Puri additionally discloses that the various modules 
are linked pages that allow a user to move throughout a dialog in a coordinated fashion, such that 
the completion of any phase in the dialog automatically leads to a next phase and automatically 
passes information obtain during all previous phases to the present phase of the dialog, i.e. 
information captured in a form is automatically entered into subsequent forms as appropriate 
(Abstract; col. 1, lines 45-60, cols 2-3, lines 28-49. PUH also discloses that each page of the 
smart configurator may also include such controls and a select bar, a go to bar, a back button, a 
next button, and a cancel button (col. 4, lines 46-58). PM moreover discloses a needs 
identification page and proposal template for configuring the product that most closely matches 7 
PM discloses that the software/network is configured to start the product requested (cols. 5-6). 
Puri discloses that the software/network is configured to start with SKUS, i.e. pre-existing sets of 
consistent data (Fig. 1 1 and col. 6, lines 27-33). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 6-13, 19-26, and 32-39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Turpin, et al. (5,008,810) or PUH (6,064,982). 
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Turin, et al or PM disclose ms set forth above. However, neither disclose that the 
products comprise flow meters, Coriolis flow meters, densitometers or that the user data 
indicates a fluid name, at least one of a fluid flow rate, fluid density, fluid viscosity, fluid 
pressure, and fluid temperature or that the user data indicate a flowmeter sensor type, flowmeter 
process connection type or flowmeter transmitter type. However, the specific products and user 
data associated with them does not patentably distinguish the claimed system/method because 
each product would have different data associated with it and each patent teaches applicability to 
multiple products. Thus product and the user data would be performed the same regardless in a 
software system for directing product selection over a communication network/a server system 
for directing product selection over a communication network or a method of operating a server 
system for directing product selection over a communication network, all involving receipt of 
screen signals and displays corresponding screens to users. Thus, this descriptive material will 
not distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art in terms of patentability, see In re 
Gulack, 703 F.2d 1381, 1385, 217 USPQ 401, 404 (Fed. Cir. 1983); In re Zowry, 32 F.3d 1579, 
32 USPQZd 1031 (Fed. Cir. 1994). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to utilize any type of product and associated user data for the product because such 
product information and related user data does not functionally relate to the steps in the systems 
and method claimed and merely labeling the data differently from the prior art would have been 
obvious. See Gulack cited above. 
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7. Claims 1-5, 14-18, and 27-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over PM as applied to claims 1, 14, and 27 above, and further in view of Mittal (6,233,609 Bl). 

Assuming arguendo that the "or" does not mean to separate patentably distinct segments 
of the second clause of claims 1, 14, and 27, PM does not explicitly disclose what to do about 
consistent or inconsistent data. Mittal teaches that the configurator insures that the client's 
choices are applied correctly so as to negate any conflict or impossibility that may arise from the 
client's directives. Mittal additionally teaches that product is configured at the customer's leisure 
and allows him to place an order for the figured product at any desired time by downloading the 
applet, i.e. the consistent data is transferred as there is no ability to have inconsistent data (col. 6 5 
lines 15-20). Mittal further teaches that the customer can complete and place his order, i.e. 
purchase transaction (col. 6, lines 23-26). Mittal discloses moreover that the GUI interface 
produces an option where a customer does not need to do any significant downloading in order to 
configure and present an order to a company as complete configuration and eansaction of an 
order takes place on-line and updates to customer software minimized as only GUI updates are 
required when significant editing is done to an existing GUI and such updates can occur through 
push technology (col. 7, lines 25-37). Thus, Mittal discloses the ability to remove products that 
are non-selectable as inconsistent with the consistent data, the ability to start with pre-existing set 
of consistent data, and the ability to complete a purchase transaction for a selected one of the 
products. Mittal also discloses that computer-aided sales presentations utilizing rules-based 
configurators have long been a valuable tool for allowing a client to configure and order a 
product over a network to seller which can 1111 the order and that object-oriented, constraint- 
based configurators have begun to replace rules-based configurators due to their more flexible 
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organization and ability to utilize a run-time engine that insures that the client's choice are 
applied correctly in order to configure a product to reflect the desired specifications and features 
which are offered (cols. 1-2. Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention to have utilized a transfer mechanism for the consistent data and the 
earlier screen, remove the non-selectable products, start with a pre-existing set of the consistent 
data and complete a purchase transaction in PM as that is what configurators are known to do as 
set forth in Mittal and because it optimizes the configurator by maximizing the amount of correct 
data that is input and reduces the number of errors that the customer is likely to make thus, 
ensuring customer satisfaction with the product ordered and reducing the likelihood of product 
returns and increasing probability. 

Claims 6-13, 19-26, and 32-39 are rejected for the same reasons set forth above. 

Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments filed on 6/03/04 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant argues that Turpin does not teach "processing user data for consistency with 
the products available for selection". Contrary to applicant's arguments, Turpin also teaches 
"maintaining consistency between user-entered data and at least one of the products available for 
selection" by selecting a goal form and the form system selects the first field without a value on 
that form as the goal field. Once the goal field ahs been selected, the system next determines 
which field, if any, is dependent on the goal field (col. 15, lines 13-29). The system of Turpin is 
not only about maintaining mathematical and logical relationships between data fields, it does 
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more. It allows a user to find the inconsistency data and make corrections as the user goes 
forward in the sequence. Furthermore, applicant argues that Turpin teaches away from the 
present invention by using a tree structure with an opt-out. That means a user has a choice to 
continue working or to fix the inconsistent data before proceeding. That is doing more than what 
the present invention is doing. In the present invention, you have to fix the data before going 
into the next field and Turpin at least gives you a choice while doing the sequence. Applicant's 
arguments having been found unpersuasive, the rejection has not been withdrawn. 

Conclusion 

9. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 
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10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ronald Laneau whose telephone number is (703) 305-3973. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri from 8:30am - 6:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert Olszewski can be reached on (703) 308-5183. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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Ronald Laneau 
Examiner 
Art Unit 3627 




